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^^ji human right^ usually begin with - 

t±i% differentiation between "pd rights .and "moral"'. r- '^V 

' .fights . • Th^y JCormisr arie thosfe speci f ied by existing law^ ■ 
thej^ are the^^^^^^ by law in a given 'is'dciety V - ' f 

. The 1 at ter , oh : th(e /p the r hartd, transcend : what is' i and- are. ^ 
based instead, on.J^a: sense of^hat. ough?t: td 'be^ '••^^ an ■ • 
approach to hxirtiarif rights / ,ihe seiGOftd -clMitis^^ siich- moral 'fights 

^iversal; they are ri^ghts ^whic^j" belong to a persiDn simply . 
tji^cause One is /hiamanw ,^- Some wouia deny the - existence;^^<^ 
plyersal rights'ipf - indivd<l:aaiiSi^ A positivis t', for example , 
would arguej;^;that^^ those actually protected 

by Ppsiti is cOntrarV to n 

:con^^mporai^^^^^^:^^^s^^^^^ andr;needs.. -We need universal ' S'" 

can estci)lish international dOde^- of 
l^ehaviot, ;iiica;u^^ treatment of people bj^ their own govern 

ment. r;r3he p^^ position wis" largely silehced by Wazi 

Germany; and Stalihis t*^ So vii^t - Union ? there have been 'sufficient 
barbarities ^rice tp' keep ijbhe ^esson alive . . v • ■"■^ -- '^' ^T- ' 

" Because^ ■i5he U all have huihaHflSghijs 

an^ quite a feV^; -eyidenta^^^^ ^- does not, however/ logically 
p^bve th^ . caset^.^^^^^N^ as a world coramimity create - 

the object Of owr desire : in fact , a convincing justificatioh 
of tuliver$al human, righ^is is problematic, more so th^ i§ I 
usually admi^ttedv- An example is^the often-cited wo rjc of , " ■ 
rfaurice, eranstoh. There are human rightS;, he says ? " they are ' 
"the rights of Vail people at all times and ih; all situations. "^ 
We need tb know what are thes'e rights and where db 'they .come 
from, that is, what makes them "universal" ari# "rights"?. » 
The source: of such rights for Cranston / .evid^Jit ally", is ' 
''natural desire.;;,;,,^..^^::. W the" "right tOv^Life" , he notes } 

that "man has ^ ifatural'. desire, to survive, ^natural impulse ; 
to defend himself from death»;and injury". , Again, about the 
"freedom, of movement'\ Jie^^^^^e^ trie "desire to move 

isra^natu universal- and rea^on^le Ohe".3 
■''<•■"" • ■ ' ' ■' ' ■ Vv/. ,^ - -^ .'^ ^'V'- ' ■ ■ ■ 

^®'^®?"fi P^blems arise, and they ar^ typical of such " 
^^==?^ents.'* IThat is meant by a 'Natural /desire"? How do6s ' 
,a,;^tural desire become a natura^. right?' How /many natural 
desires/rights afb .ihere? -Are some /o'f /j^es^ desires/rights ' 
morejjasic than others? How can can ■U^tell? ' Cranston does 
not answer these questions. But to have a 'defensible aora 
useful concept Of hmriah rigHts' they must 'be addressed. In 
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fairness to hi'm/and other, scholars in this area, it is^^true 
- that once we le'ave the real-m of moral systems where , for/ y 
' exaiapie ; all people . " are ehdfowed' by" theij: Creator with certai-n 
■ Onalienable Mghts" / it is most .dif ficult- to find a ?ource 

for huiTjan. rights Hhich permits satisfactory answers to such 

' questions, aut/^ir^ustvbe done. ' . J / . . 

This' dif ficulty is cpmpotinded by. "the distortions re- ■ 
suiting (from cultural and i^^fliggical parochialism. ^ yis 
frequently argued that Ues^afi^^-ibonceptualizations ret)resent; , 
"a parochial view of human rights: "5 These traditional • 
: definitions of human rights grew^out of the h^-storical eyolu- 
•tioh of a" fev; Western nations. .. The cultural -traditions and \! 
" historical experience of these nations are not representative 
for all the world's^: people. A system'of human rights based 
\pj ■ this harrow exiJerience , it is ' maintained, is there fore y. 
^ethnocentric and arrdgant.^ ' .• - 

A more difficult, blinder to, remove is the ideological . 
6he. "^Marxist writers "correctly note that Western conceptions 
of htiman rights are usually anexamined projections of Values 
basic to capitalist society. ' This tradition rejects the 
distinctopn between, hvmian rights and positive rights;, all 
> rights are ins-tead "citizen.' s rights^" .• F\*rth6more, "all 
'righjtHs derived from the sT:ate". But the arbitrariness of 
the poslitivist position is- also Vrejedted.. Citizen' s rights 
-are "determined by objective circiinstances".' Asserting _ 
the iMityl of- ail rights 4 Marxists have 'elevated .social and - c-J 
economic ^rights to a corequal status with th? traditional 
. civil ahd apolitical rights." Because of the "inextricable 
s cSnnetftion" 'between them, there are no groxonds for establish- 
ing prior^tiesVbetween 1^ese sets of ri^^ 

. iB^ren acce^jtihg most of the Marxist position, we still - 
• do >not have 't6 'dbandon the search for an „objec/:ive : concept >; 
■ of Kuman> righits . * . Even if we were, to grant that prevailing 

'"social*'' pretensions td h'uman rights ... are ultimately de- • 
' teriained b'y the material living conditions of . the society" , , 
and even if"" v/e were to accept that the realization of human 
rights, attd ftihdamental freedoms .depends prinyarily on /the . 
social and, economic stirvcture of society"-, -j/p it does not 
necessarily follow that there is no otjjective basis separate 
. fiasm jirevailing property 3?elatiohs for 'deriving human rights. 
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/ It iis- tiie^^^ of this pa^er- that- v^^^^^^^ fact 

toere is a s:^n,dard^ which a valid aiid'xiseful uriiierstandr- 
- ing of human^ derivedo It will beJargiied 

theire ar^-.bi^:^; neecJs intrinsic to all people and that^V ' 
these needs^^^. hierarchically 'orde Accepting these needs 

as the spurp^ppr -hurftan rights gives' us a conceptual iz at i6;i . 
of himan right's that can be culturaily and ideologically > 
objective/ and which can logicaily arder the various rights 
in a meaningful hierarchy o^-^^^W^^^^ tjiat theiTe 

are human rights^ what these rights are, and .establish \ / . 
priorities among themo It will^De demonstrated in this^paper 
tliat a basic needs approach provides a useful landers tanding 
of human rights. I hope to show that,"it ' also has greater ^ 
validity. ..' '■ r: / ■ • ■ > ,.' ■ 



Human rights , as Feinberg argues , "presupposes a concept - 
of equal and universal human worth thaj; is to be sharply^ ; • i 
distinguished fro idea of hm^uT merits . "12 ' individual ' ■■, 

worth is instead . biased on something mo're Tpasic than merit 
(which/ of course^ would mak^ it conditional) . There must 
be some characteristic(s) shared by ill individuals, then, 
which is the source; of their equal / 
Many have been suggested/ Feinberg /points out, •^almost all / \ 
of them inadequate"'. ; This failure/ "to name" the correct 
trait, he coiicludfes, is perhaps Tunavoiciable. It is more 
likely that "universal ' respect ' for human\£eings is, in a 
sense, 'groundless" ~ a^kind of ultimate attitude not 
itself justifiable in more ultimate terms." Feinberg goes 
on to observe "that most no raal people axe disposed to fall 
into tljiat attitude whenever their attention is drawn to ■ 
certain traits of all hiamans, or when they acquire the habit ^ 
of looking at (or conceiving) their fellows in a certain 
way.."-'"' ■ 

., ; ;. , . . , ■ .. ■■ . 

To |e€* thoge qualities in others/ is also to claim them^ 
for. ourselves. In fact, we are more likely to look at others 
in this wayL(have this attitude) if we are>"in touch" with 
that "place" in ourselves, or thosie "qualities" in cursives. 
Perhaps what we are responding to, in, part, is'our shared j T 
ability (or potential) tp experience others' (each other j — 
and even the whole world in such a way. My point, then, 
is not just that we can posit the' inherent worth of all people 
but that we are capable of experiencing^ the' inherent, "groiaijd- 
less and ultimate" worth and dignity o£. others^. It is a 
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s'.tktement , for ,whicPl5§S««ne eqvdpp^^ 
i for.; yerif ication . But, Feiriberg is iprobably cprrect that 
this attitude "is not/giourid,ed on anything more ultiinate . • 
than itself, iand it is hot . deniphstrably justif iab^^ 
it can be verified by frxpetiencei It is stated as truth 
by various spiritual and . moral tifaditionso But a ra:tiphai , 
proof convincing to 411^^^^!^ can not be made. 

The reader/ then, will accept, it is hoped, the validity " 
of an equal moral- worth of all people which can be expefieriqed; 
as a groundless and ultimate respect ^r love. This attitude ^ f 
sis akin to t^at Maslow has described as the Itove of a grand- ^ ^ 
dparent for ^Igranclchild,^ the love of. the most "mature" people 
at their ■'b attitude of what he calls 

"l?aoistic sciehCe" ; that is, "if ^you love sbmething or .some- - 
one enough at €he level Of Being, then you can enjoy its . 
actualization of itsel^f , .Vyou love it as it is in itself . "-^^ 
-In ti^is attitude €hi^ the child, to be, to 

love' the child for : what ; s/he is to allow the diild to become 
Whai s'/he can be . The ; attitude is - to allow the iiidividual* 
to mature into its unique' pot'ential> ' " 

' Since each iridivi dual is of equal moral worth, then each 
• has equal claim to the op^brtiij^lty to meet one's basic needs, 

' to' the' realization of bneVs potei?tial. +° deny this claim 

would *i3e to negate the validity -of equal nbral worth. As - 
rioted above, we possess the ability to e:qperience .the un- 
conditional moral worth of others . But,, it will argued 
shortly," this ability is itself usually, the result of 
maturation. That is, it is an ability (and also, finally, ' 
a. need) which is usually dependent on the gratification of 
prior heeds./ To "deny an equal right to the gratification of ■ 
these "prior needs would be to deny to some the very ability > 

. -to experience their own equality in this xvay. *When we ex- 
.perience unconditional respect for others, are We not, at 
least in part, responding to Jheir potential to do the same? 
And is this riot an affirmation of their right to develop 

■• this- potential?" 

For some, such -considerations' raise the specter of the 
"naturalist fallacy", of idie, erroneous assumption that "what 
is" means that, it is "what ought to be" . At times, .though, 
thi« fallacy itself can be misleading. -I 

as will be shortly argued, that people have innate needs and 

■ ■. • ; ■■ ' \-:' ^ ■ ■ ^-^ ■■■■■ - ■■ - - ■. ' . ^ ' 
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that the healt^^^^ the individual depends -on --f'-i^ 

the; gratification q^^^^^^^^^^ (while deprivation inhibitis* ' ■ 

deve3.oprnent and can even lead to sickness), then it is di/ekV 'i 
that -the hiiman organisrri posits iti^ own values. Such a valiie 
system is not inyented; or p but is "intrinsic!; in r); 

/M^® .st:ructure..of humanVnat itself. "17 Furthermore, Mallow I: 
has claimed; that for the "healthiest 

people {which mearis^^^^^^^ part/ ^'more objective perception of / ' 
reality/ , fact ar^d value . fuse^ ' He points out that 

whefif-ji^e s^r^ihe the^m^ objective, it 

...^ if|ot|vationless;;'passiyi^ ^^c find that ' - f 

- .^v it.;6iaims to perceive/ values' direciJly, that values ff 

/ cahhotj be .shorn away from reality and the most 

profound perceptions of ' facts ' causes the ' is ' ' - 
and the '/Ought' to fuse, 18 ' 

All people Jiave certain basic needs. Being of equal ' ' V 
moral worth, each personghas a^;i equal right to the opportxinity - 
to. fulfill these.ijeeds,* ' v It is from this right that a 
soiMid and useful conceptual iizat^^^ rights can* best '• 

.be established. It is tP the discussion of these needs/rights ^ 
to which I will vriow turn. - ^ ' 

THE HIERARCHY OF. HUMM NEEDS S. ' 

■ ■■• ■ . .» ■ ' . ■ ■.■ ■ ■ ■ ' ■ ■ 

. The cpncept of human needs is,- increasiagly utilized 
in both political life and scholarship, especially in the 
area of human rights.; Claims are frequently made that people 
have specific needs and a right to the fulfillment bf those^ 
needs ^(or,, at least, equal opportunity at fulfillment) . . 
Along with fresquent use", however, has come ©any and varied • . 
typologies. This paper will use the hierarchy of human needs 
6laborated by Maslow. It appears to be the superior 
conceptualization by virtue 'of its coherence/ depth, consistency, 
and thoroughness. Furthermore, it is more explici,tly related 
to an oiferall understanding of the' human organism and human 
motivation. Finally/ it is the need theory taken most 
seriously by^other scholars."^" / ..n 

Maslow*^ conceptualization of intrinsic basic 'hiM^^ ^ ■ 
needs is presfented in the context of a theory -of hman motiva- 
tion. He begins with the view that "the individual is an 
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integrated, organized whole" " whon = J • • 

. a- need the whol2^personL;°nA<. ^ 4?U L.^ P®""?"" is motivated by 
desires "are usLllf SefeS^o^^J^^ motivated. Most, 

-themselves", he points to an end rather than ends in 

. end chain e;eSLa?^y1ead^^^^^ 

•which .we cannot go-V TheleUn^r-J-^u^^^^^ ot needs beyond 
. f e the primary, cause o?^vS^^^^ vmcdnscious 

for^an act or a conscious^rS; h * , ^^^al, however, 

fur£hemore, raotivaliiTis ''it^ 
-;..ing, and complex." . constant, never e^aing, fluatuat- 

tion,^^^S^aims"Sa^^^ the <=otnplex' nature of motiva.'. 
can provide a "soShd^nd ?uiL™ '^^ fundamental needs 

ioi. Of a classiliStiof of1^oS?aS^ cpnstruct- 
approaches , such as introJr^^^K ' other 

behavior, or apparLJ drives, ov^rt 

This, focis on^Kds?\?:eier ^do^«t^^°* *° nta«erous,pil:ftSs, 
Of -^uationalJfactor^t^Sr?;^^^^ • ; 

stahdSSg'^^t&n '^^^n""''^^^^^^^^ to under- - 
insufficient, burprimarilv^ other approaches are 

good evidence co^sideJ th^^J^ • J^.^^li^^es 'there is- 

All Clinical evidlncl'^he asler?! '^^^t^ V'^^l''^'^'^^' 
■ can not be frustrated t^i^h^ff • / ^^ows that" th^se-needs 

^is is not trK'for^aU^'otSL'L^^ 

neurotic n^eds, preference^ sofbn Jt^"^^ ^"^^^ as habits, 
Wulcates all values" hr^<,K-^ "r*n, creates and 

not others are- psvchoD^^hL!^ ' ^t only some and 

other hand, gJa^ificS^fS^^f^f^"^^^^ OiTtoe ' 

Which may b/oSjeSi^Sj^^^^^^ to results i 

for- basic need satisfaction aS t-ho fi: 'opportunities 
healthy organism itLJfteSds L ohn^i^^''"^^^^^^ "^^^t the 
under conditions that'pe^?fi?tfcSSseV^^ toward^^jl 

sal^ i^??J^jS?d'neS'°^i^^^ f ive Sts pf these univeS? 
belongingness, es?Iem* ;,n5-I safety, love and 

^re '^orglnizld in^^^a'h?Ora?^i^^^^ needs r ' 

that is, the motiJatLn^? iJ?^^^^^^^ 

ed by the lowest u?sa?Sfied n2L-%^"^f^^^"^^ dominat- 
s.ufficient contiriu^-SfJiv^^^ 

uax .aeprivation , the uosatisfied need . 
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becsomes an "almost exclusive or^nizer of behavior/recruit- ' ~ 
ing ^11 the capacities of -the orgawLsm" to its service. - - * t 
Cpntinual gratification of a need, Jthaugh^,- can release the . > 
individual from its motivational force. As it is satisfied, ' 
the next need emerges,' ahd so; on. ^3 • ^ • 

- ^iaslow does not specify the main physiological needs, • 
pointing out that any list will vary according to the level 
of specificity. These are the tissue requirements of the v 
organism , sudh as food', water , sleep , ^adequate- temperature , \ 
^d so on . The -significance, of. the physiological needs — 
can no't be stressed too muchX An-jjiadequate diet makes the 
body more sus^ceptible to the d4^ges>f diseases and parasites. 
These three, often working ii/ concert, \ob the body of nutrients~ 
and energy. Malntitrition J,e^rif a ^^e^tain level Sso iSadf" 
to attitudinal syndroms of5 jtpatMy; and hostility. These factors ~' 
combine to lessen the like&iood^that the individual will^ 
^fye desire or. energy /required to create living conditions 
Sis graiificatibni Most importantly, serious 

il?JliZ P^S^®^" early thildhood ^cripples the^ child ' s brain 
development. As a consequence; further need gratification " 
has been limited as potentialities hav^- been lost. 24 . 

stability; dependency; prdtectiw iiree^^^ 

!^^"si^"^«' o^vlXaw, limits; s^rSJgt?^' ~ 
sc/on". He.adds that philosophiclr and . 
religious-systems are also "in part motivated by safety seekina" ' 

of this need primarily on the '-basis, of , child development — 
literature, which he' summarizes as demonstrating- - ' .~ 

■ V- ■ ■ ..■ ■ ' :' ^ ; ' . ' • - ■ 

that the average child. . .in our society ' 
generally prefers a safe, orderly, , 

S P^e<^ictable, lawf 111, orgqnize9l world, : - 

which Ae can count on and in Which — 
unexpi^cted, unmanageable, chaotic, or — 
^ other dangerous things &o not happen, ~~~ ^ 

' ^''^^^.i*^ which, in any case, he has ' — 
powferfulparents or protectors who 
shield him from harm: 
; ■ ■■ . ■ ' ' ■ ■ ■■■ ■ ■■ ■ V ■ * . " ■ 

Pe also adds that people who have no^ had their safety 

needs satisfiefl "are particularly di'sturbed by threats to " _ 

Ja " 2^^' to legality, and to the representatives of the — 
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In his discussion of Maslow's need hierarchy ^ Davies 
maintains that the inclusion of the safety needs creates ^ 
a difficulty, because "it appears /to bfe an incongruous 
^subset in an otherwise homogeneous * set" .> The other'^needs^ 
hQ explaiiris^ "seem quite dearly to Jbe pursued for their- . 
own sake, but it seems dubious that mentally healthy : , 
pfeople pursue safety for its own sake". Davies ins tea'd 
, views safety cind security as "instrumental to the basic 

needs s not ends in themselves but meams to an end" o 
; - People strive to be securei in their ability to satisfy 
the other heeds / he claims, "but hot to be ; secure for the 
. scike of being secure" 

y . It is apparent that Mas Low's discussion of the safety ] 
'^eeds, as suinmari zed above/ iii^^ thre^ fairly distiiict/^ 

^ dimensions s . security , frame 6x reference land, meaning, Cr-^ 
^ and physicalNsafety. The instrmnental nciture*'of\security 
. ddes set it -ap^rt f rom the other twjo_dimensions and the . 
other sets of needs. Furthermore, its inclusion is redundant 
' since its instrumental relation to the other needs means that 
* it is ^already taken into account by thoce needs. This follows 
from tte nature of the motivation theory Miriderlying MaSlow/s 
need hierarchy. Eaqh need has, in a senise, a security ^ 
' dimension. Sufficient gratification of a Heed requires - 
both the gratification of the immediately felt need and 
sufticierit assurcince that such gratification will continue 
in the future (or, that such is possible, if desired) ! 
Tl;ie lattier two dimensions of what' Mas low calls the "safety 
i needs" remain, however,; as needs'! of the organism. Growth. 
' proceeds better when this body is protected from injury : 
and the mind from "too much" disorientation. " 

The n^xt need to emerge is what Mas low identifies as 
belongingness SEirid love. Once the physiologiccil and safety 
needs "are' f airly weXl gfatifi thev individual "will 
feel sharply the pangs of loneliness, of ostracism, of 
rejection, of friendlessness, or rootlessness". The in- 
dividual's well-being requires that these needs he gratified. 
Maslow points to literature and sociology as providing 
evidence for belongingness to be considered .as a need and, 
•similarly, to clinical experiences for love. . This feyidence 
demonstrates, he^ notes, that the "thwarting of these heeds • 
is the most, commonly found cause in cases of malad just- 
ment and more severe pathoibgy"' (in developed countries) ^i^^ 

- yr-- .-V-,, ■ ^ . ^ ■ • . 

VJhile he also point^^^^ out that these needs involve ^ 
■both the giving an^ receiving of love, ,he unfortunately / 
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does not offer a .cleaf^ conceptualization of love itself. 
Instead^ he distinguishes love in self-actualizing people - 
from love, in most peof)le, ,and^he elaborates at some length . 
the nature of s,elf-actualizing^ love .^S The nature of this 
distinction implies a con tiriuuin rather than k dichotomy^ ' , 
but this \is left only as an implication. Since thil question \ : 
relates to several problems some writers have identified :■ ■ 

in the need hierarchy it shaMt be returned to below, - 

V . Maslow claims ^at after sTuffidiiei^^^ ' 
the prior needs people' desire "a stable, firmly based, 
usually high evaluatibri of ttieinselves"v^^This need has two 
diiueinsions s self-esteem^ which is "the desire for strength, 
for achievement, for ^dec[uacy, for mastery and- competence/;. . 
and for inaependenqq and freedom" ; and the testeem of others ,> ^ 
whether that be reputation, prestige, dominance, recognition, 
at tentiop, dignity, or- appreciation . Thw'SrtJing of .these 
needs, Maslow explains, results v in "fee inferiority, \ 

of. weakiitess, and of helplessness", feelijigs ^ich can cause " 
either "basic diseouragiment"" or naurotic compensations . 

. Drawing on the ;wbrk of therap and novelists, 

he again implies ditf^ent qualitative levels at which this 
need may be gratified/ He draws a gualitative distinction 
between esteem based 'on the opinion Qf others and that based ' 
an their deserved respect. And with the latter it is usefuX/' 
he .•cays s- ■: . /' ■■. v ' . • ^^i:-. 

, ■• * . <■ . ■■ ■ ' ' ■*.*■■ ^ ■' ■ ' ' 

to distinguish the actual .ccMnpeterfce 
, and achievement that Is based on tiieir ^ 
will-power detertaihationy and 'res- 
ponsibility^, from that which comes : 
V naturally and easily out of one's own. 

true inner njatupe, one's constitutid'n 

one' s< biologit:al fate or destiny, or as' ^. v / 

. Horney puts it> out of one ' s Re.al . Self \; 
/ . rather than put of the idealized pseudd-^ 

. ••; self ..^0 ■ ■ . . ^ . ' ; r.; . • * 

A major difficulty presented by Masldw's theory is > 
the close but ambiguous relationship betw^^ love and esteem. 
Although love as a need is prior ^o esteem in the hierarchy, . 
it would hot be unreasdnable to nypothesize that the quality 
of one's love gratification would be in part ? a function of . : . 
the degree pf one Vs Esteem? in other words , that the re- 
lationship works both w Maslow does not elaborate pn 
this and related questions, yel^they can be answered by 
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interpolating/ from a few related points he does make< This 
~ clarification •will be particularly- crucial for th& trari^^ 

mat ion of. human neieds into human rights,, ' . 
■ . ' ■ ■■ ■. ■ ■■. ■■ ■ ' ■■ ■"' .■■ '. 

Part of the answer to the above paradox is sup^ 
tlaslow's stress on degrees of relative satisfaction. The - 
\ safety need, for example r^apieed/not be satisfied 100^ before 
emergence of the love heed' is possible . Insteadr it gradually 
emerges r dependent' on the degi^ee of satisfaction of thq 
safety need. jHe conjectures that when the priqr need iS 
perhaps 25% satisfied, the love need then might emerge 5%.' 
By way of illustrationr Waslbw suggests it is as if the y .. 
average person has satisfied perhaps 85% of the physiologxeiii 
;needsr 70% of safety ,50% of love, 40% of self-esteem, \aod 
10%'of self-actualization. 31, He is implying, then> that":att 
ill-fed person will be ^motivated by the- desire^^ 
xil though usually not to the extent pf a well-fed perspii. 
Most likely a habitually starving person will not share this: 
.■ concern o '-' - :\' ■' ', . -'^ ,. ; ; 

5;^^ It sjiouldr-be remembered .that Maslow specified ^ualita- J 

tive differences between types' of ^ove (and also between y : 

■ levels of esteem) . Based on these two points , ?4aslow's 
hierarchy can be better condeptualized as a, seri^ 
hierarchically drr^ged hierarchies ; in , otiier words> thajk:^ .* 
each of the basic needs has its own quaiitatiye hierarchy. 
Dnlike the basic "hierarchy, the qualitative hierarchy does • 
not imply a .motivatiohal sequence but instead represents v 
qualitatively distinct foiin's of gratification whic^ 

linked in a casual relationship/ with furiUier bas need, 
■gratification.'' ■„.'■ ■'■,:■■,'..'■'■'.'■■/,■'■:■■..■.,,■■ ■.■■■:,'■:"..',' 

■ . ■ ■.■■■...'■<.' "■■ ■ ■.'■•:' ■■■ "' ■. ■ ' ■ ■■■■■■ .' '■ ■■ ■ • . 

. Following Mas low* s theory, the esteem needs, for example, 
must be sufficiently gratified before self-actualization 
is possible. These needs can be satisfied in a nuitoer of 
ways i. Maslow .points out though ,- that " we haVe been learning 
more and , more of the danger of basing seif-esteett» on (the 
opinions of 'others rather than on real capacity, competence, 
and adequacy to the task." . And with the latter, he suggests - 
that esteem- bas'ed'oh a competence growing out of "one's 

; own true inner nature" is superior to" that resulting "from 

will-power and deteiininatioriL 'Gratification drawn from . _ 
a^y of these three sources can provide need satisfaictiori. ^ 

-r it is, however, the difference between a house builV on > - 
, a fouiidatibn of sand 'and one built pri- rock? the. prdbability 

■ ;^bf periparience varies greatly . ^ " 
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- . ^tiese vArions so\a:|ces of esteem gratification also ' ^ ' 

appear to vary in the degree to which they encourage f ulf ili-^ 
men t of the other needs • In dther words, we cah attempt to 
gratify our esteem needs in a variety of ways , but only 
some of these alternatives' will be likely to promote our 
. future development o There is: a qualitative difference, then, 
between these latti^r forms of gra:tificatiQn and those 
which do not facilitate growth, and perhapa 
y In other words, a need wi^l most lij-kely be Wr^ 

imore permanently satisfied the higher the quality level of > 
the gratification. ' 1 

The same point can aliso^ b^ regards to 

the love needs. In one of his l^ter articles, ^ M^^ 
five qiiaili tat ively different types of love, ranging from 
eatpdbitive "owner^^ to fusion at the "being" levelo-'^ 
We can, there fore, cbncep^^ 

arranged aiottg a qualitative ' 
esteem and\self-actua:ii2ation will emerge as the individual 
moves up the continuum. On the other hand, it would be ^ :/ 
ver^ unusual to reach the hig^ leyel^ of love without / I 
sufficient gratif icatiqigf of the \es teem and self -ractuaiization 
needs. "^-^ 




The bulk of Maslow's work attempted tp understand and 
describe self-actualizatioh arid self-actualizing people. 
Most simply , self-actualization . refers to "man • s desire 
for self-f ulfillment , namiely , to the tendency for himo to 
become actualized in what he is potentiail^ " V It is at 
this level that individual differences are the greatest, ' 
he says, because "the specific form that their needs will 
take will of course vary greatly from person- to person. "34 

In order to more clearly understand this concept it is 
necessai^ to distingiiish between th self-actualization ^ 
need and self-actualizirl| people . When the lower needs . 
h^iye been sufficient may ^till often (if 

not always) expect that a new discontent and restlessness 
will soon develop unless the individual is doing what he, 
inaividually , is fitted for" . 35 This ddes not mean. However, 
that such an individual is now a self-actuaJLi zing person. 
Such a person is now only at the point "where real develop- 
mentv i.e. , of individuality , begins" . ' Unlike the lower 
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needs iyhieh •^iriay be considered as external q\zali3bies\ that 
the brganism lacks and therefore needs/" ; self-actualization 
is "not a lack or deficiency in this sense", Maslow explains? 

it-ls'not- ■■ ■ ■ 

something extrinsic that tHe organism needs for 
^ health/ asV for example, a tree needs water o 

Self-actualization is intirinsic growth of what 
is already in the organism, or more accurately . • 
of whait is the organism itself , o oln, word, . 4 

; develoipment then proceeds from within rather - 
than from without, and paradoxically the highest 
moj^ve; is to be unmotivated and nonstriving, i -e •v' 
. to behave purely expressively- Orr to say it in 
another way, self-actualization is growth- ^ 
motivated rather than deficiency-mativated- . 

A person who has sufficiently satisfied the lower needs is free 
to s^f-actualize and will usually feel an i^nternal pressure 
to do so- The self-actualized person has already largely" 
accomplished this growth- The difference between the two 
is briefly that between becoming and being , 

Intrinsic to this process is the' develojpment of a - 
particular kind of value system. Because of the level of • 
need fulfillment, a value system growing -out of concern ' for 
security or esteem, ;for example, would not be relevant? 
rather, one would escpect a stress on the dey^lppirent of 
the potentiality of all humanity and a foGukHdn the "higher 
virtues" . This in fact is what Maslow' s research discovered • 
The "preferences, choices, disiderata, values of self-* ^ 
actualizing people" are quite similar to "what' have been 
called the; eternal values, the eternal verities" . In addition, 
the consensual description of the world during and after a 
"peak experience" is cast in remarkably the same terms. The 
"described; chairacteristics of reality" . by such people are. 
in terms of "truth, beauty, wholeness, dichotomy- transcendence, 

.aliveness-process, . uniqueness , perfection, necessity, completion 
justice, order, simplicity,* richnebs/ effortlessniess,. play- 
fulness, and self-sufficiency". Maslow calls these "Being- 
values". Additionally, he beliieves that the soci^ environ- 
ment affects the possibility for self --actualizatioina^ that 
an environment more in accord with these values wQjjid be more 

- conducive to human developmentV The Bein^ 
themselves needs, ^then/ for both reasons. 38 
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In summary y Maislow contends tJiat truths beauty/, and justice 
as well as protein, are, needs intrinsic to the human organismo , 
The development of the organism is dependent on the gratifica- 
tion of these instinctoid requirements. Protein, however, . 
is a much more salient need than , beauty o Needs are not 
simultaneously felt\ all clamoring for attention at once o . 
They . come in cin invariant sequence? higher needs and po- 
tentiality remain uncovered pending lower need gratifi cation • 

THE HIERARCHY OF' HUJIAN RICH? 

At first thojught the translation of needs into rights,, 
m easy for each need, simply change . 

it into a righto Such is not the case, Th6 motivationar 
life of one individual in a complex social cohtex't is not . 
simple o Neitheaj is ^laslow's theory* E^ach need is actually 
a set o^' needs. Need gratification is- riot sin eiither/or 

. phenpinendn,^ but rather of degrees of* fuifillment. Furdtier- 
more, the needs are interrelated; the form 9 f fulfillment 
can influenqe J^he likelihood of gratifying higher needs . 3^ . 
The trans 1 at id^^^^b be attemp-; 

ted cautious ly^and viewed criticallyo it should also be 
noted that the. validity of the inferences from Mas low' s' 
work madfe in this section should be empirically verifiable, 
if the basic approach elaborated thus far is accepted, then 

.disagreements with what follows, for the most patt, are 
not irresolvable normative conflictsr they should be amenable 
to empirical ^resolution o 40 

Despite these qualifications, the basic needs do provide 
the overall outline of the hierarchy of, human rights o Accord- 
ingly, the most' h^sic human rights are to the gratification ; 
of the physiological and safety needs o ^. 

Th? physiological rights refer to the right to Idf e 
Itself ^and to the basic requirements for life, including 
food, water, and air- To speak simply of a baisic right to 
^adequate nutrition,- however, will not suffice; need' gratif ica- 
- tion is a matter of degree . A "person does not require a 
well-balanced diet for "x" period ''of time prior to feeling 
genuine pangs of loneliness. It is not a precondition 
far the emergence of hi^fher needs. Somewhat artificially, 
. we can differentiate between qualitative, levels of physio- 
logical gratification; they are as*follows: severely^in- 
adequate, mildly inadequate/ adequate, and optimal 
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Recalling that qualitative differentiations were also 
postulated for the higher needs, it /can now be seen that 
need gratification is not a process/of complete fulfillirient 
° ■ . on to the next. - Instead, partial 

gratification suffices for emergenyce of the next- need, but 
at some point further growth will/hecessitate more complete 
gratification. * In terras of a right to ; f ood,|)i:hen , the 
right to an • • ^ - - -n^ . 

of the other 



"adequate di^t" is probabpLy not prior to some 
needs; improvement of' a- '"severely inadequate' 
diet probably is. After the right^€b life itself, then, ^ > 
the most basic human right-'is \o>iildly inadequate > 
fication p^^the physiological r^eds, r > 'i^l 



The. question of a sometimes proposed, right td isleah * 
air and water can be adequately resolved "using this approach. 
Many people in Los iUigeles, for example, are working on their 
higher needs; obviously clean air and water; 3ire not among 
the most basic needs/rights; /They might be, . however, . among 
the latter rights for teasons of more optimal health, * 
aesthetics, and inner peace.. Air and water are laasic rights; 
piirity is a different, question, piarity, though, is a matter 
of degree . Water can be so unclean that it is seriously ' 
injurious to health. While the tissue reqUi-rement for water 
is. met, the safety needs are threatened. -Accordingly, 
public-health measures sufficient to- insure adequately 
sanitary conditions are part of the safety needs. What ' 
seems as a simple right to air and water, then, is actually 
a series of rights derive<5^ from aero is is the need hierarchy. 

:.■ ■. .^'H' ■■ ■ \ ■ ' ■ - . 

Since security of future gratification is necessary ' 
for more complete fulfillment of each of the basic needs, 
at some later point sufficient economic security becomes 
a need which must be met for further, growth. Within' this 
paper 's framework, it .would be incorrect to speak of specif ic 
social progranis such as guaranteed jobs or social security 
as human rights. On the other hand> this Jframework does 
provide a sound base for the claim to a certain measure of 
economic security as a human right i How a society provides 
for such gratification is a question of policy; whether it 
provides for sufficient gratification is a question of r-ight. 

• While the physiological ricfhts involve the clainj to 
life itself, the safety rights pertain to the protection of 
life *from injury, either physical or psychic.^J .The physical • 
dimension involves safety from physical harm^ — from whatever 
source/ be it torture by the state or by a political group, 
or assault by a robber, a husband, or- a drunken driver.?^ - 
Also included among these rights is basic health care for ' 
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Ghildren, especiallj^ prenatal arid post-natal care^^^ it 
is- so crucial to the. rest of one's development o^?^^^^^^ L 



There is a close cpnneictioil between physic^X^^^^ 
• safety. Torture is certainly psychologically r^^;^^ 
physically , des tructiVe • Beyond the travugpL of ^^^p^ harm , 

howeverr is what Maslow discusses as the riised f^^^ safe,;, 
orderly predictable lawful , organized world" /t^ ! 
this needo46 The individual, therefore, has a right to * . :| 
.'safety from arbitrairj^ and unpredictable actions and disorders 
of a significantly destructive nature, be they from the 
state 6^ privatfe individuals or groups ('ter-rori^ hoodlians, 
;^ vigilantes/ etC:p) o More specifically, the indiv^^ 
VhaSr. rights to due, process and freedom from tanlawful entry, y,-« 
search. and seizure and from seriously 

■ . ' ' ' '. ■ • • * ' • . . • ^ ■ ' • 

with partial gratification of tdie p needs, most i 
people begin to be motivated by the needs for love and 
esteemio Under most circumstances, they^^^ undoubtedly 
find some gratification. These are>hp^^ heeds with 

vast qualitative distinctions be tweeh^^^^^t^ and highest 

forms of gratification a ^ And while pteople alraiost always ~ 
manage to gain some gratification of these needs regardless • 
of the form of social organization,,- s^ variables be dome Vq 
very important as we move to higher" levels of gratification « v 

Even in highly stratified societies, if one follows 
the theory articulated here, onc^ the individual' spreviou 
needs are sufficiently met theW w^ for ^ 

equality. This is. true for^eveir^ reasons,: including the 
desire, for equal opporturiity to dev^^^ talents arid 

the desire for social recognition of what is individiaally 
. felt — one's inherent equalf worth. In both ways equality 
is important for A firm sense of eisteeiu* The individual, ^ 
- then , has a right , to be ; free from significant prejudice 
arid discrindnation, especi^^lly^^ those activities deemed 
important by society and from which social status is derived 
(e>g; , employment and all jpiajor forms of political partiqipa- 
tiori) . Furthermore, the individual has a right to equal V 
opportunity to develop one* s talents (education and health 
care are especially important here) • 

Social forms are also' critical because of the effect 
of social roles andMioi^Sp It is hyp that as 

individuals move towafd^^ t^^ higher 'levels of gj^atificatioh 
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Of the esteem n^eds and toward self Tactualiz at ion^ 
ppssibilities lor gratifi cation of thes3 heeds generally 
will vary according to the scope of social roles ^d d:hi5 
rigidity of social fioms •• This follows from the argiament 
t;hdt hiiinah nature has it^ . 
respected by society for people to developo Wi^h sufficient 
gratification .of the previous ne 

feel>the need 'for .esteem arid^l for self-actualization 

The , nature of th at gr a ti f i ca t ion r ; howeve r , ni^us t ^^^f^^^^^y 
differ be.cause^^^p^ aire cpnstitutiohally^ ^dif feresivbo 
•Because b^f thesfe .dif^ for wi^fespread full develop- 

ment ijt IS nieoessary: that ^ there be a wide variety of roles ^^^^ 
with status V tolerance of *a wide pange of behavior/ and 
minimal ^sahGti^^^ against nonharmful deviation. ^-^^ 

Within VtJaiV c^^ society to the 

extent .such :def%^ of in- 

dividual p6:t:exi|&^ freedom varies vrj^th the scope 

of social .rioiei^^^S''t^ unique, 
(physiologically ^ psychologically / genetically> . however it 
be; expressed) / at this level, individual needs' are increasingly 
idiosyncratic. Individuals usually'do riot find social roles 
and norms to be tailojred to fit the idosyncratic nature 
Of their nee ds\ or theLr intrinsic temperament and talents. 
For this reason also, then, the individual has a^ right to 
be free from gggjudloe^- aiscriitlination/ arid -sari'ctiops^ Sgairist 
non-harmful behavior. 5 'The scope of this right is broad, 
ranging from the freedoms of speech, assembly/ religion ^ 
and movement to'' nontraditional lifestyles. / , 

\:;Such freedoms are relevant not orily " to. considerat^^^ 
of maximizing potential but also to the opposite, the 
dimiriuat ion of the person. Whether due to genetic s.tructure : 
or pre- "and post-natal environment, people differ in. tempera- 
ment,' susceptibility . to. stress, Ability to tolerate stress, 
and predisposition .^oward serious psychological disorders . 
Since some people's rteeds are less congruent with the 
parameters established by social roles and norms, it fplFows 
that the narrower the definitions, the greater ithe.prob^bili^^^^ 
of injurious stress for greater numbers Qf people. 

As an example, imagine a soqiety which makes it difficult 
for a woman to find fulfillment outside the home, outside 
the rol6s of homemaker/ihother . Some women will ;be able to 
find healthy fulfillment within trie boundary^ Others will 
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be able to transcerid those limitations. On the other hiand, • 
many will be frustrated by the dej^inition but ^ with 'varying ;„ 
degrees of awareness > compromise with it --with varying, 
psychic costs (not to mention iinrealized potential) • 
Finally, there will be those women' who struggle- unsuccess- v 
fully against the limitations, again Vith variring degrees 
6f psychic cost, some veiry^serious. . As a complementary , 
example, imagine a society 'which makes it difficult for a 
man to find fulfillment outside of the role of successful 
breadwinner. The same consideration%i^hould apply ' 

, The. freedorii\ from sanctions for "deviant" behavior becomes 
increasingly important as the individual^ moves to^ the highisr 
levels of esteem satisfaction and into self-actucilizationo " 
Self-ractualizatipn is a self-consfcious process^ The discovery 
of one's inner nature implies an awareness not only of the 
object being sought but algo an awareness of the search— 
the;process--itself o Undoubtedly ' the reason why ^las low finds 
that self-actualizing people are characterized by an ability 
to transcend their ■culture is because such trams; cendence • 
is necessairy for, and i^ part of,, this process «; This is 
true because social norms \and roles invariably ^re limit- 
ing for" a person at this mbtivational point* This would , „ 
still' be true even if a person' s situation were isuci^ that 
- there v^buld be ah almost complete ^congruence between one '-s 
needs and the relevant norms and roles o The process of , 
self-actualization would still be impeded if the pers^on * / 
identified with, .and wais motivated by, the roles and Aorms 
rather than by the conscious 'realizatidn/^o 
In^other wordsy the individual'Vs behavior would b 
manifestation of social coes^ 
rather than self-mbtiyationi>^%: ;t ^ 

• It is relevant to the dei/Six>pm^ 
for this reason too, then, to -qub^t-ibn the extent which 
a society peinnits nonharmful de\d'a1i;Ge and norms. 

The more severe the sanctions , theri^) i:h^ the 
socially created barriers to self-dct^^ The^^ 
individual, then, has a righl: to gafh^ - from the 

limitations of roles and h©rms (in. thei??^i^nse^ o 
ihg the culture) , to become free of art^fXicial forces . 
limiting the awareness*- of oriel s potential .a^^ 

Not only , does the individual have a right (and need) 
to the traditional freedoms ( " freedom f rom" ) b\xt-- also to 
what Bay conceptualizes as "potential freedom" ; that is. 
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"the relative absence of j.unperceived external restraints . 
on individual behavior*^ - . The individual : has a ri^^^ to 
free Vaccess to all important information .-available that ' 
bears on alternatives of behavior/ including value choices^ 
that are or can become open to him. "55 pr, in Fromm's 
words/ the individual has the , right to become "aware^of the 
forces which mpve him behind his ba:ck so to speak ."^^ 
Whatever restricts such awareness diminishes the opportunities 
for self-actualization or a*: l^ast adversely influences 
its course o While the self-actualization need does not create 
any new rights > it absolutely reinforces the right to freedom 
in tjie broadest and deepest sense. - 

Ah empirically and logicially defensible hierarchy of 
huinaii rights has now been sketched. At the risk of being ; 
top bold^ a^ ranking of th^se human rights/(and their ^ ^ 
'corresponding freedoms are as follows s 

A. • Physiological 1.^^ right to ;life (freedom from murder): 

2i . right to food/ etc. (freedom from severe 
^ ' . malnutrition/ etc.) 

B. Safety ^ 3v Mght ^ integrity of person ^ \ 

; -physical (freedom from torture, 

V assault, injury) : 

-psychic / / (freedom from arbitrary 
' ij... & degrading treat- 

■ ^"^ • ■■' : ;■ " ■ -■■■^ •■ ■, .-ment)^ : 

4.P right of child to . ' '.■ ^'' ■■"^'^r' . 

basic health care (freedom from 

preventable poor^ 
r ■ . health) 



5.. right to cleaner water/ ' 
V , ■ ^^ir ' ' (freedom from 

conditions? causing 
V poQ3^ health) 

' ■ " ' . . . , .*, ' ." ■• ' • - ■ . ' ■ ■ ■ ■ , ■' . . ■ 

Co Love/ lower level gratification 

D. Esteem; 



6. right to more complete gratification^ • 
of physiological & safety needs 
>y * ■ (freedom from mal- 

- > './-■■ ^ nutrition; freedom T 

f rom arbltrair/ & . 
degrading, treatment y 
i.e./ more complete 
• ' due process, for 

'example) > ■ \ 




■ ■• ■ ■;■ ■ ■ ■ ■■• ■• v-v;:^ . "^v. ■ . ■ ■ . - - • . • . 

"C. ■. Love/. ■ . ; ; . ... ■J';-". \.' ■■' ■ ■ J' 

D* •Esteem . . / higher ieve]J gratificati^^ : • 

Eo Self-actualization * \^ .. 

7o right to equal treatment and equal; 
opportimity * 

. (freedom from prejudice & 
. . _ ' discrimination in education^ * 

' employment^ political 
• ^ *. participation, etCo) 

/right to \irirestricted (nonharmful) behavior 
(freedom from restrictions 
. . r * on' speech; assembly , religion/ 

V 1 movement^: life-style, etc,) 

right to access to. informatioii^^^^ : 

(freedqm from restrictions: . 
' on inforaation/ p^^ 

manipulations of info mation 
, " ■ for deceptive purposes) ■ 

! ^ The empirical base of the hieratchy of hiiman rights 
should be clear. Its valuer on the other hand, is still 
perhaps somewhat xmcertain until several issu prevalent 
in the relevant literature are addressed o It wilT be shown 
below that a conceptualization of hvmicin rights based on 
inherent needs allows for satisfactory resolution of many 
of these issueis. ^ ^ 

. social and economic rights were merged in .the hierarchy 
with jSoli tical and civil rights without any distinction made 
between themo These distinctipns .are maintained by many to 
be critical o Cranston argues, for example, that pie incorpo- 
ration of social and economic rights has "muddled > obscured, 
arid debilitated" what had been "a philbsophically respectable ^ ^^^^^^ 
concept of human rights" « In his attaitk on the logical status 
of tnis incorporation he cove rs.. the major ai^ 
made:.: thiat is, the closely relate^issues of scope of required 
action ^ capability, and duty* 57 ^ ^ / - ^ 

It is frequently maintained that political and civil 
rights are "negative" , that is, they require only that no one 
interfere with their exercise. They are, Nardin argues, 
."claims against intervention by others. ..in the private sphere ^ 
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of the individual" . 58 And, as Cranstoii notes , they usually . 
"can be secured by fairly simple legislation" , _ In \contrasi:, 
. the social and economic .rights are termed "positive,, rxghts. / 
They are viewed as requiring positive action from others^ 
These rights are also viewed as substantive giving rise; to - 
the* issue of capability. As Glauae 'Points out , ';eco'nomic 
development -is a necessary, though hardly a; sufficienV go 
condition for a comprehensive system of positive rights . 
But most of the world is poor ^ very poor. Cranston there tore 
: stresses, "If it is impossible for a thing to.be done. It is 
absurd to claim. it as a right" .^^ Or, as Nardin. succinctly , 
* puts it, "Ideals are not rights" .o^ 

^ The distin'^tion is not so apparent, however, .when we 
move from the abstract to its application to a complex^ ^ 
modem society. Civil and political rights > m order that 
■ • they be protected, often "require positive government action -; 

beyond the passage of laws. The amount of mon6y spent. on ^ 
- police forces in the United States i-S probably more t^^ 

what would be_required to provide e very brie ^in^ the, counti^:^ ; ^ 
with an adequate diet. If judges were paid the median U.S. 
ilicbme, would this free enough funds to guarantee adequate - 
, prenatal care for all expectant mothers?"-^ . 

This flawed distinction between, negative arid positive ;^ 
rights becomes even more apparent when economic rights ^re 
conceptualized n9t as . society obligation to grovide, but 
rather as the individual's right to fulfilljient. - It should 
be easy to '«ee that in the USfed States^tHe . presence of 
. ' hungry people is not the result of insufficient economic ^ 
develWrit, but. instead is a consequ^^^^ 
of Wial organization. The. only other possible^ intep^^^ 

' would be: individual choice. 64 :such an explana^^^^ 
is cbntradicted by the motivational, theory und 

- '. ■ ' paper. . '''..-./'J-' -'^ ' 

T^^^^^ also applies to less developed countries, - 

^'their poverty not withstanding. . When the individual's right 
: to a mi Idly inadequate diet is viewed in terms of a societal • 
* - obligation to provide, the discussion inevitably leads to ■ ■ , 

insufficient econortdc capability. More relevant, ^however, is 
the discussion of factors which prevent br inhibit the 
individu^'s attempt to gain fulfillment of basic -needs. ; . 
Lack of Gnomic development is not a sufficient explanation 
of the plight of peojile with; insufficient or no land in 
cbuntries- cbvera^^ undercultivated estates of vast size. . 
'■ I .. Nor does it explaih people with too little to eat- because 

-V Del Monte, for example, has leased land previously used 

for locally-oriented prbduction in order to produe| for export. 
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The lives of people witl;i insufficierit diets mus be viewed. ^ ■ 
in the cohtext of countries with cjertairi forms social^=^ 
organization and 'with 'Certain relationships with the in- 
ternational marketplace o These are factors which inhibit 
zpr prevent pedple from enjoying their basic right to food. - * 
In the traditional parlerice; is this not a, "negative" 
right?" \. , ' . ' ~ ''^L 



This is not to sky that economic capability is irrele^ 
Obviously i,t is noto The point needs to be made ^ very clearly, 
howevetr that tiximari rights refer to the rights of indiyi duals 
and. not to what society can or wants to deliver to the 
individual. When it i^ . said that, society has insufficient 
economic cap»ability/ what is really , being said is that the 
society is not presently organized and/or performing in a 
way to allow fulfillment of rights o This is no t> however, 
a statement about the capacity to do so under other forms - 
of orgariizatipnv It most certainly is not a statement ciBout - 
the existence of human rights. The existence of humaA rights 
is independent from the foxja of social organization; their 
f ulfillment , on th/e other hand, is obviously conditioned ^ 
by the social context. i:; 
■ ■ :> « . ■■■■ : ^ ■ ■ ; , , ' ■ . ■ ■; , ' . .^v^-n-. . - - 

In order £o adequately complete this discussio^;''^^^ the 
issue of capability, the related question, of dutyy^ii^^ also 
be addressed. Cranston asserts that^ all rights entail duties. 
The universal right to life imposes .this duty on everyone, 
to respect life, to refrain from, endangering lif^.o The 
economic and social rights/ on the qther hand, ^impose nov - 
such universal duty" o Cranston mak^s this error, 'in part, 
because he views such rights as "thi5 rights to be given , 
things" . Therefore, he can properly ask, i "who is . called : V , 
■upon to do the giving"? 67 ,^ . ' 

This problem largely disappears when we instead view 
hiaman rights as the right to the * fulfillment of innate : ^ 
needs. This^ is not an assertion that society should fulfill 
them, but that the individual be allowed to fulfill needs. 
In ttxe previotis discussion of food it was seen that the 
basic right is not to 'a "thiiig", or to be given a thing, 
but to the right to fulfill the physiological needs. Whose 
duty does this entail? JEveryone's. It is everyone's duty_ 
to respect this right, not to infringe on this right. ^ 8 • 
If the individual is uncible to gratify the need, then it 
must he concluded tha^ society itself is frustrating 
the exercise of this right. Since society is frustratihg~"the 
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right, then k societal duty *is engendered to provide for its 
satisfaction o ' Given the relevance of international facto>i;£i ^ ' 
to the production and cons unipjtion of foodstuff sv a strong casj^ 
can t^e made that this duty extends to the people of the : \. 
developed world in relation to the hungry of the world V 

V^%^^^^^^^^ the safety needs create the right 

of "the individual to safety and not directly a right to 
protectiooji. The corresponding duty again belongs to everyone • 
If everyone properly discharged their duties^ there would 
be no jneed for protection « Since this is not the case^ - 
institutions are created and given the duty to provide 
protection of the safety rightSo Even in a country as 
wealthy as the Unite^d States ^ though, the protection is 
incomplete o cieetrly economic capability is a relev^t 
factor o It is relevant to the ability to perforin the duty, 
however , and not the existence of the^, right * The inability 
for economic i%iasons70 means a^ duty 

has riot be^h N^OTfigiisntly^^^^^^d It does Aot diminish 

or negate -iihev^xis^ of a right to safety. : 

Simiia* princ^^ hold With the higher, rights o Because 
a countryf-$s at a level of development where virtually air 
poetries 

restrict access to information gloes not mean that these 
are hot human rights v^hich are being violated. Perhaps it 
will be another generation, or even several; before these, 
rights are widely realized in such, a country- That does . 
not negate the existence of the needs upon which th6se rights 
are based o 

On the other hand, it is quite possible that fQi: many 
individuals in such -a country these rights arei not particularly 
relevant o^-^ They perhaps are mbtivated. instead by a concern 
for food arid safety. As these lower nee ds/yights are met, 
however, the higher needs will become preponderant; they 
will become salient and important ^ The mee'ting of -the IpWer / 
need's means, most likely, that th^re has been an incire^ 
in economic capability o , Accordingly , there is ;^iso-cin 
increased capacity to m^eet further economic needs, such 
as ecohoinic security. Duties which were previously over- 
looked caif increasingly be discharged. 2 
■ " . ; . ;'■ -'•/■ • " ' ' ■ ■ . <^ •■.[■. ■ 

This is to suggest that a hierarchy of human rigixts 
entaiis\^a correspondirig hierarchy of dtities. i;||divi dually 
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we have the duty to respect the rights of others • ; Wheire 
duties con if lict (logically or practically) , We have a 
duty to honor the preponderant right (that is^ the lowest ^^-^^^ 
unfulfilled right) , of the individual or between' individuals^^^ 
This means that a human rights movement interni^tionally 
would want to concientr^i'te its energies on freeing all people 
from murder^ severe malnutrition, and "torture o Within 
any nation, first priority should be given to the preponderant 
rights of those with the lowest unmet needs. At the same 
time, there are many opportunities for exposing and removing 
the barriers to fulfilling everyone 's preponderant needs. 
There is no. one better to quote than Christian Bay when he ' 
■ wrotei 5 . ' ■.- ■"■ • ■■ ■■/ ■■*'' ■'■■ 

. .' The opportunity to live a natural^ life span is the 
most fundamental of all freedoms > ij^ the first 
priority goal for which politi<:il -ipititutions 
exist, accprding to my viewr is to maximize 
freedom for all, with priority fqr those who 
at a given time are least firee.^^ v 
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at: Are " Human . Rights^ ? • (Wev/' York n Tapliriger Pub o Go p ^ :^'Inc « ^. 



1973);^ pp.o 577o For ^pgood surveys of ^^t^ of the Western 

/ concept; of huraaft t see^ E^fec^e^ "Natural Law and 

, .Human Rights oV/. A^^^ Idea-^historical Survey^ ^' in Asbjorn^ Eide arid i> 
. August Schbu>. edSc ^ International Protection of Human Rights 
^^^.evj Yqrk^: Intersc^erice Pub o- 1 196 ;> ppo 13-^34/ and Pdchard P.o . - 

Claude V '-The' Classical H^^^ Rights Development" in 

: Clattde ^ ed o > Compkrat iye ' Human Ri^ ts .(Baltimores Johns Hopkins . 

University .Press^ 1976) / ^Po 6-5oCV . • 

U . ^Cranston; opc cite ^ 'po 21o 

. / ■ . Ibid o , ' ppL 25,. 34o. He^al^o discusses^ the "freedom of : ; ; 
expresfsion" arid the right to property" v although the4.r justifiba- 
.tioris are less appaifento ' V 

'For other examplis.s see ^the essays by KoLoAo Hart:> Stuart ■ , 
Mc Btbtm/ and William Frank.ena -in Philoisophical Review / LXIV, 2 . 
CApril.. 1955) , ppo 175-^232 ^^atidVvernon Van Dyke, Human Rights ^ 
the Uni tied States > - and World . Community (Mew Ygrks Oxford Univqrsi;ty 
Press, 1970) / pPo 3-76 , passim ^ - , 

2ibdul Aziz Said/ ^Pursuing Human Dignity'% Society , 15, 1 • 
(Hbvember/December; 1977) , p*. 34 o Alsq 'see Said and A'li Ilohararaadi , 

" "Human . Rights r Ari Islamic Cpntext'' (paper presented , at the annual : 
meeting of the Iriternatiorial Studies Assno , Washington, DoCo , 
February 22-25, 1978 o "For an earlier statement see "Statement 
on Human Rights of th,e Executive Board of the i^er lean \ ' 

^ logical Association/" American Anthropologisj: ; 49 (1947) , po 539 « 

.^Ironically ,^ this viev/ in turn, tfas beeri charged with . .. ^ - 
parochialismo Latif Oo Adegbi»:e claims that "to arrcJgate the • , 
or igiils "^bf the -notion of hiaman rights" is t p - 

deny their Natural .Law basic and, their inherent .:qua±ityo Such v 
racist thinking has regrettably done considerable, disservibe to 

; the general effort to secure universal adherence -tq h 
"African Attitudes- to the Iriternational Prot^ or Sumari Righ" 

;in1Side .and SchOuj opo cite , po 71o ^ ; : ' : 

^Imre Ssabo, "The Theoretical Foiaridation? of H\i^ . - 

Vin Eidfe and Schouv, op^ cite pp- ;39-'40o : ;. 

^Franciszek Przetac^nik, ' The Socialist Gohcepi^t 
•V of Hvunan Rights, " Social Research 38, 2 (Summer ^^^^ 19 71), ppV350<r \; 

■ • -^Szabo, opo- cite , Po 40:.,>; \', ■' , y-.:--^ 

• • .''■^Przel-acsnik, '. opo cito^ , Pc: 350^ \ 




Ily .thinking along this line was provoked some time ago by ^» 
ChristiaTi Bay's suggestion; that human rights^^c^ become natural 
rights "to the. extent that the behavioral sciences can deraonstrate 
that each right corresjppnds to a universgil hioman need . a neeid " . 
acttially or potentially rOoted in air human befhgs every\*7here o " 
The - Structure of Freedom (Uew York? Atheneuni^ 19.65) r po 37i2. 

Joel Peinberg^r Social Philosophy (Englewood Cliffs? * 
Prentice-Hall, InCo, 1973),, p. 89 ^ Here he is drawing 
Gregory Vlastbs^ esSay on "Jusftice and! Equality" in Richard Bo ^: 
Braridtji edo]. Social Justice (Englewood Cliffss Prentice-Hall, . 
Inco-r 1962) / ppo 43-50 o , 

•> . Pembergr opo cit o , pPo 90-93o From this point ,/dt seems 
to me; his argxameht deteriorates o First^i he reduces the "real 
point of the maxim that jail men are equal" down to the f ^ct ,that 
''ail men equally^ fiave a . point, of yiexir of their oximo Secondly , 
he later infers that thi s attitude is independent of any shared 
qualities , which contradicts the passage ■ quoted above o ^ 

V Ibid o , Pp -940 Sta^e of consciousness would probably be 

a better term than attitudeo V ' . ;^ . 

■ . ■■ W ■ ... ■■• : . . . , - ■, ■ . • • :-• v ^ : ..• • . 

i- Abraham Hi Maslow, Psychology of ;^Gience£ A; 
jReoonnaissance (Harper & Row- 1966) ; po '116 o ^ 

/; ^^A fr^e^uent .criticise actualization models s^ch as -MasloW s 
is that oSSany har^ eyil traits ; are als^ v s 

the' hifcian .potentials >v$iaSlow does not i^npreV t^ 

rather he argues that they are largely the restiilt, of need cjepriva-- 
tiono I^IhiLe the process of /devel : opens a persbn >t6 bne ^ s 

potential, in\ a serine it alsoliiMts it*^^^ 1^ are incre^ih^ly r /"^ 
eicluded in the growth probes s are the unhealthy pptentie®^ 
there is no longer, at^^^^ them, ^ome, people; ■^re i^^ * 

capable of being 15g,pqi^^^^ than' are ptherfeo . It is- . 

Unlikely that the ^^fietSoh: ^it:h a' sense of esteem groun^^^d on a 
and rei.listic.-sense of oneself ^^^^^^a^^ one's own natural -powers V70uld 
possess, thijs tendenpy to the - e^^^ •. ^ ; 

whose developiijenfe h^^ crippled by leavingvjthe person . 

wi th a /lal^ s?lf?^cnc^ledg^ v and ' a t the; rae j:^ ; 

of thjB sij^ert4ci?ai -ji^ . v ^^r^^^ V 

* - ^MasldwV^ a . Psychology o^^ Being (2nd edo r New Yorks 

Do Van Mostr^nd COo , 1^68) , po 167;. - Elsex'/here Haslovj asgert$, 

J?A dairtaged 6tga^>isr^^ satisf ied "iju^^^^ to nbe whatv^it^is;^ merely 

damaged r i€ strives ^ pre s^e^ and* WJ^Hesi: ^i t^f ights aha;^ struggleis - 
with itself in order to' make itself into a tinity ' again o "; 

^ Farther Reaches of Human qiature (New Yorks Viking :rPress> 1971) , . 

Poii9o . ■ V;; . ■■^./■y, ■.• -. ^ ■ \;. ; / 

■ - ■ iTowatd , opo cit o., pi' '84^..; .-^^ ' 



* ... Similarly, Vlastos asserts that "the equality of human worth 
\70uld be justification , girpunds^, of equal htiraan rights » For 
hig supporting argument see "Justice and ;:quality", bPo cit o , . 
:pp. ^50-52o- ■■ ■ . -^''''y^'K ■ """^ ^ • 

V Fot a revievjr of th^-Thaq^or 
see Charles Broqket'tr Human Hefe^sapd Politic^a> ; Development 
;(unpublished Ph^Do dissertration^ University of Mbrth- Carolina^ 
Chapel Hill, 197^, ppo 140-191o • 

C riotivation and Personality (2nd edo ? Nev7 Yorks Harper & Row/ 
PubloV 1970)^ pp^o ;19-29o Anyone defsiring further insight into 
Piaslow" s nr/ork should begin t^i tit; this booko 

He presents- much more evidence^ especially Kis studies of 
self-^ctualizirig people V7hich ihdicai:es that their development is 
"xmeguivocally" based ; on the gratificaLtibn of -lower needs c Pp. 
88-95o la her. suiranair^^ of. the relevant literature^ Jeanne Mo _ 
Knutson finds no behavioral studies "thfe results of' which contra-- 
dict any of riasibw"^s theses on^(;he inptivatipn levels of the human 
personality o." Human Basils of the Polity (Chicago s Aldine-Ather tpn 
Inco r 1972)> po 105 o For parallel findings see Salvatore Ro Haddi^ 
Personality Theories z A Comparative Analysis (Homewood s The Dbrsey 
Press f 196S) and Charles -HampdeA^Tnirher^ Radical Man (Garden City, 
Doubleday S COo ^ 1971) , ppo 13C vl33o On the other hand, the 
criticisjn of Maslow^s ;&)7ork v/hich I am aware of seem to me to be, 
oh the whole, in error, non-sub^,tantive, or^ obiections sufficiently 
clarified in later works o See/ for eSSample Kai Nielsen, ."On, 
Taking Human Nature as the Basis for Ilorali ty ^ " Sbcial Research , 
29 .(Summer, 1962)v, ppo^ 170-174 o ^ T^ exception is Brewster 

Smith, "On Self-Actualizationi A T^ Examination of a 

Focal Theme in I^aslbv^'s Psychology v Journal of Humanistic * 
Psychology 13, 2 (Spring, 1973) , ppo 17-33o * 

The attempt: to summarize, creates the danger of rendering a 
rich, dynaBiic, and insightfu-L lifework into a simplistic, • 
.mechanistic^ and even, trite^ iew pages o -\ Siich distortions , it -is 
ho^edl will Ke held, to a minip^ ^^^^^^^...^^^ / 

, ^^Robert Stauffer^ "The^ Biopplitics of Underdevelopment r*' 
Comparative Political jStudies , 2" (October, 1969) , ppo 363-377,x 

Motivation , opo cit o , ppo 39-r43o 

Jo Co Davies, Hiaiaan. Natiire in Politics (New York s Wiley, 
19(53) r Pp.o. :9r 10 o H 

need hiera%:hyo Bay agrees as to the Instrumental nature of jifv 
.security , but^r^verthelesS; pf e an equal part 

of the hierarchy o "Needs, Hants iPolitical Legitimacy-jr^" ' ; 
Canadian Journal of Political Science , I (September, 1968) / po?49o 

By fra^e of reference'' is meant a context .by which bne can 
Toftderstand and deal with the world o *t ^ For mqlije complete ^dijscussidn 
see Erich Fromm, The /^Sane Society Udreenvrichg Fawce^t Pxiblo r Ipco^^ 
1955) ; pp-i 64-^66, 172^175o ' ^'or a more thorough discussion of 
Ilaslow's safety needs see Brbckett^ /-^^^ Ciarif ication bf 

the "Need; Hierarchy Theory s Some Extensions of Maslbw's Concep-^\ 
tualizatibri,*' Interpergoriai^Igvelopment , 6 (1975/1976) , pp; 80-^82 o 



: ^ Motivation , oPo cito ^ ppo 43-44 o ■ ^ 

29 ■ ■ ■' ■ .' ■ ' ■■■■■ ■ ■ ■ • • • ■ 

Ibid o, ppo 183-203o V 

• .•30'' ■ • • ■ 

Ibid o y ppo 45-46o ' \ ■ , 

Ibid o , ppo J|3-54 o . . . 

- 32 ■ ■ ■ ■ ^\ ' 

Farther Reaches op o cit p ^ po 205o 

33.-' •■ ■■ • ■ -v , " ■ ' ' ■■ " 

;^or a more complete discussion o£ these points see Brockett^ 
"Toward a Clarification," o£,o cito . ppo 82-85p « 

34' ■. ' . ^' ■ ■ . " 

Motivation g opo cito , po 46»v 

■'35 ■ ■ - •. . ' ■ ■■• :.■ ■ ■ 

Ibid o > Po 46 o ■ ^ ^ 

^^ Ibid ,:, ppe 134-135o ; ' " . 

' ' 37 ..■ . ■■• , ■ ■ ■■ r'^"'::'.\" ^ ■ ["'■".' 

The distinction between the tv/o is somewhat clouded> however^ 
because the major characteristics of the self-actualized person are 
also those of a selfsractualizing experience (Maslow's famous "peak 
experience'*) o ^^Xidit is possible for the non-self-actualized, 
parti<;iilarlY tbose who have gratified the lower needs> to have 
these expef-iences* The recognition of these distinctions led 
Maslow in one of his later articles to redefine s61f-i^ ' 
"as an ^ experience: rather than as a piersoriality typep" Toward , /' 
opo cit , r '97, ■■ . ■■ 

Farther Reaches , oPo citp , ppo 46, 106-108/ 135 / and Tox'^ard. 
':''^pro 74-9SV • ■ ; , . . • . • ^ ■ ■■■ ■ .. ■ ■ 

■ ". 39/ ■ ' ■ ■ .'. " V ■ ■ . ■*'^' , " . .■ 

For example, a frame of reference can be adequate for sanity / 
regardless of its validity^, since illusions can be fimctipnalo 
Such illusions, however, can inhibit further grov/tho 

That is, the attempt to specify preponderant rieedis s^^ 
verifiable empirically o Marvin Schiller, malces a similar suggestion 
. that; '^v/e should think of natiiral rights as being more of less / 
alienable in;terms of discerning preferenceo"^ " There Any 
Inalienable Rights?^' Ethics 79 , 4 (July, 1969) , po 3140 He refers 
.to preferences, however ^ and^ hot to underlying motivation (which 
may diffef from stated prefeirences) 

For a dis.cu9sion »of the difficul^.' ^ require-; 
merits of aQr^ Linda HaV^t&ir^ "Individual Needs s 

.|Kutritional Giidelines' for Policy?" in Peter Btoim and Henry 
Shue, edso , Food Policy? The Responsibility of the United States . 
in the Life an d D^ath Choices (HeTg,^^^rk^ Th^^^ F^reje Press , 1977) , 
ppo 212'*233o For related discussio^ see ^the essays in the same 
vbltmei by Field and Mitchel Bo Wallerstein, Michae;l 

Fo.^rewer/^ a^ Worge Wo Jerome o Also see Alan Berg, The Nutritiona l . 
\Faj6t6r (Washington , D^45;o 2. The Brookings Institution/ 1973) o 

AO . • '■■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ . '■ ^ ■ . , ■ 

""Such distinctions may seem overly fine on paper o In a world 

of acute need and limited resources, the differences are critical 0 

The differentiation of priorities ainrong rights as specif ically , 

: as ■possible is therefore of p|igamourit ijnpprtarice : , v ^ : » 



•^^ ;, . . -28- .:; ■ : ' • 

' , ■ 43 ■ ■ ' ■■ ■ ' " ' 

I choose to ignore th^ questions of tfaoital pvinishment, 
abortion and euthanasia. ' : 

. _ There are obvious moral' distinctions to b4 drat^m between 

the torturer and the driver of the cat; These distinctions are 
separate, however ^ from the individual 's safety rightSo Oh the 
? other hand ^ there are qualitative distinctions betv;een suffering 
brutal torture and a minor traffic injuty, just as there are with 
the physiological rights o Related to these distinctions is the 
questior of the duties v/hich correspond to these rights o They 
will be discussed beloWo * - 

45 

Along with the right to economic secizrity^ basic health 
. care raises th^ problem of the relationship^ between 

individual rights and the capacity of society to provide for 
those rights o This issue will also be addressed belowo 

Motivation r opo cit o ^ Po 41o , The ability to tolerate chaos^ 
JO: change, disorder: and so on increases, generally, x^ith the ful- 

? fillment of this need o , ' 

See Bay's discussion of security as "the relative absence 
^ -y/ of fear'Vo Fear is in turn defined as "a state of apprehension or 

uneasiness in response to a realisticaj.ly perceived ^ specific 
dangero " Structure , opo cit b , ppo 67-75 o 

■ ■ ■ 48 ■ ^- ■■ ■ /" 

Recall that these are empirically based distinctions o 
- Higher means more complete gratification of the need and greater 
facilitation of meeting higher needSo 

■■.\\-\: 49 ■ ■ ' . ' ■ 

\ It IS at the point between these two levels that i 

\ / hypothesize that a more complete gratification ;of the physiologid:al 
and safety. needs becomes necessary o . , . 

Roger Jo Williams, ^'The Biological Approach to the Study of 
Personality," in Theodfbre tlillon, edo . Approaches to Personality 
: (New York r Pitman Pubo Coo , 1?S8) , po lS-22o 

Amitai Et2i6ni makes a ■similar argument in The Active 
- Society (Nevj York s The Free Press, 1958) , po 625 » 

This is similar to Kalrt's one natural right , "the right 'to 
forbearance on the part of all others from the use of coercion or 
' restraint agaiiist him save to hinder /coercion or restraint.o" 

Op> - cit o , p. 175o ■ * ■ ■ 

■ ' 53 ■ , ■ • ■. V. : . . ■••.■„ 

For . relevant backgrdtind see, among many p 
Coleman, Abnormal Psychology and Modern Life (Glenview? Scott^ 
.. Foresman & Coo , 1964) , Marvin Ko Opler, edo , Culture and Mental • 
Healths Cross-Cultural Studies (Mew York s Maemi llan Coo , 1959) , . 
^ . Stanley Co Plog and Robetto Bo Edgerton,' eds o , Changing Perspectives; ' 

^ in Mental Illness (Ilev/ Yorks Holt, Rinehart S Winston, Inco , 1969) 
Neil. Jp Smelser and: William. T. Smelsei-y eds . , Personality and \ 
Social Syst<3ms (New York-s Edit/ Ririehart S Winston, Inc. , l970)> 
: Nicholas Kittrie, The Right Co Be Different s Deviance and En- 

. \ forced- ^ Therapy (Baltimx^re t Johns, Hopkins Press , 19711 , Seymour Lv 
^ . . < Halieck, M. Do , The Politics of Therapy (Nev; York s Scl House , 
ERiC Inc o r J.971) , Ro D. Laing, The P^i^tfics ot Eacperience (New York"^ 
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^i ^iilics (Hew York: ^von Books 1970) , |4rren^F^ell, . . , 
IS ^b erated M an (Wev^ Yorka Random House .^1975) , and f^^^ 

. Prosoectsv" in Seymour Ilartm tipset, ,ed. , Politics and boci^ 
-I Sciences "(Mew York; Oxford University .Press^ . 1967) . . 

^^^Bav. Structure y 0£. citi , p. 95 . ; ' . 

^ • . 55jbid, , p. 325.. His discussion -here, is ^jce^^ \ 

,1 o^tft- as Van Dvke notes, the "freedom of the press is . 

pp, 313-367, A.S van uyj^e ^ute r_ "fj-egdcfc of information and 
actually derived from the more baSic rreea^ u v 
the alleged right to know. ^V O£, .clt,, po J-^. 

56jj^.^ FrommV .The Heart o^ f ^^^^V^ ; 

■p. .i61o . 

economic subsifetenceo ^ 

^^Giranstoh, o£= cit., p. 60. 
V ^^Claude,. o£. cit?^ P» 34. 

^■"^Cranston, o£. cit, , p^ 66. 
^ ^Hardin, o£. cit., p= lu» 

paper b£ J*e Center fpr/hilosophy^PubJic ^ ^^y^^ 

to life, imposes a societal obligifion, 
: ■ 65,,,: 3,,, :also^|fc.to ^-^arallel^distincti^n.^^ 

;ei>terpri^se ' associations, ■; ■■ y - 

66„ „ ,5=r,H=,^l''o drltiQui^ cWstoh's position is a good. ; 
■"D.D. Raphael s cr It iqi^gVA ^^^V^ 
. , . ^example of the Problenis^creatg|by^&^eptgalizx^ provide"; ,. 

. economic rightsj, f f-^^P^^^ji J^ich ht could nof achieve by him» . 
: the individual "with «°"^?^^M€^i^itio^^^ economic capability. 
• self." such rights are clea3^f;,conciitionea «jf 



Purthetanorer^ Raphael is lead to the heed to differentiate betv/een 
hiiHsr. rjghhs in thp> "s tronger " and "x^reaker" senses . By the time 
he concludes, socio-economic rights have been' demoted, to secondary 
status, "Human Rights, Old and New" in D,D, Raphael, ed.. 
Political Thepry and the Rights of Man -. (J.ondons Macmillan, vl?67),, 
pp. 61-67. As a result, Cranstones response in the same volume 
.is most effective. "Hximan itights: A'Reply to Professor Raohael," 
Pp.. 95-100. • ' : > ■ ' " 

■ - c - 

■•■67 '— ■ " ■ - 

. Cranston, T'Jhat Are Fluman Rights? , op . cit . , pp. 68-69,. ,. 

For a similai:* ansv7er see Joel Feinberg^ "The Nature 
.Value of -Bights ^" Joujrnal ' of Value Inquiry . 4 (Winter , 1970) / Po 256 c • 
As he notes > this duty can be discharged simply by minding my own 
businesSo " ••■ '. ^- ''"'^.i: ■ . / 

On this poxnt see Brovm and Shue> C^o cit e ^ especially the 
articles by Peter Singer ^ Thomas Nagel ^ Peter Go .'^qifn> Seimuel. / 
Goroyi€2^ and Victor FSrkis&o Also see Shue^s anal]^is bf:^^^^^ 
"subsistence duties ^s? pp, citovxppo 20-25b 

Constraint?^ of coxirse^ are not always economic o Others are 
more relevant in cases such as institutionalized torture., or wife 
beatingo \' -■■ • 
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Obviously I also disacree with Cranston's assertion that a 
right is only a right if it is claimed as a rigtito T^at- Are Human 
Right s y op o cit O f p o 81o ' 

The right- to basic health care is mor^ complex/ but can be 
^eguately established within this ffameworko Minimal health care/ 
espeicially pre- and postnatal care; is so basic to siirviv^^ early 
childhood/ and surviving on a sound footing / that it should be in- 
cluded among the most basic safety needs o The infant obviously 
does not, possess the ability to ^provide for its own health needs? 
it is dependent Uppn otheriSo Logically, I think; it is a duty owed : 
by all able adults to all childrenV In other cases /basic health 
care can bept be lunderstood as part of the equality rightSo It is 
part of the equal opportunity to develop one's potential since poor 
health is often such a pov/erf ul iTarrier o On the other hand ^ basic 
health care for all ^could be understood as one of the last safety 
needs, that is, the protection against the effects of ill health o 
Given ther hierarchical nature; of each -set of needs; however , it 
seems that the last of the safety needs 'would correspond, motiva- 
tionally, to the lowest l^vel of the equality needSc 'Health care, 
then, could be conceptualized eitheir way o It makes most sense to 
me to understand it as -part of ther equality rights because , more 
than any of the other rights , it seenus to be most closely related 
to economic; capability and because it so clearly raises the 
question of the- equity of the distribution. of critical. resourcese . 
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